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with moderation as well as justice. The epistle is char-
acterized by a certain nobility of expression:
"The greater the power entrusted to you, the more
severe must the accounting be. To draw back before that
which public welfare requires of you were weakness—
to go beyond it is fanaticism. The revolutionary law
has placed the power in your hands to avenge public
wrong, and by that very fact forbids you to avenge
private grievance. Forget that you are private citizens,
remember that you are judges. Unaffected by passion—
your own or that of others—merit by your conduct the
right to punish crime."
To what extent he must be held responsible for the
later exaggeration will be treated in a succeeding chap-
ter. For the present, suffice it to say that, considering the
gravity of the situation, the Reign of Terror during the
French Revolution does not, on the whole, appear to
have been more sanguinary (and was perhaps even less
so) than similar measures taken during national crises
far less severe. The author holds no brief for Collot
d'Herbois and Fouche, but when one compares the
1667 lives snuffed out by them in Lyon with the 17,000
disposed of by Thiers and his aids after the Paris Com-
mune, one wonders whether the cruelty of the "Fusil-
laders of Lyon" has been exaggerated, or whether
Thiers has been treated with unmerited indulgence.
What has made the Reign of Terror under the French
Revolution particularly memorable is its dramatic
quality, and, undoubtedly, likewise the fact that it was
directed against the privileged classes and their sup-
porters, and that many famous names figure upon the
roll of its victims. There is more sorrow in the his-
torical camp about a Marie Antoinette than about a
thousand nameless wretches, whose defence, neverthe-
less, would permit the building of a far stronger case.
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